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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement. 37 CFR 1 .98(b) requires a list of all patents, publications, or other 
information submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP § 609 A(1) states, "the 
list may not be incorporated into the specification but must be submitted in a separate 
paper." Therefore, unless the references have been cited by the examiner on form 
PTO-892, they have not been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In claim 13: the phrases "said first relatively longer edge", "said second relatively 
longer edge", and "said relatively longer" lack proper antecedent basis. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-7, 13, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Thum (US 486,138; Please see a more detail Figures 1 and 2 of 
Thum attached with the Office Action for further explanation) in view of Gehret (US 
5,572,825). 

Thum discloses a glue board and packaging assembly comprising: a first 
substrate (f); a first adhesive layer deposited on said first substrate; a release member 
with said release member overlying said first adhesive layer; a second substrate (a); a 
second adhesive layer with said second adhesive layer in contact with said release 
member. 

Thum lacks release members comprising silicone. 

Gehret teaches a similar glue board and packaging assembly as that of Thum in 
which Gehret discloses that it is old and well known to have a release paper/member 
comprises a silicone coating so as to use as a protective cover for adhesives to prevent 
unwanted adhesions. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to have modified the assembly of Thum so as to 
include a release member comprising a silicone thereon, in a similar manner as taught 
in Gehret, since to do so would be used as a protective cover for adhesives to prevent 
unwanted adhesions. 

For claim 2, Thum as modified by Gehret (emphasis on Thum) further discloses 
said release member comprises a first surface and a second surface with said first 
surface in contact with said first adhesive layer and with said second surface in contact 
with said second adhesive layer. 
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For claim 3, Thum as modified by Gehret (emphasis on Thum) further discloses 
said release member comprises a thin flexible member, a first release coating (e) 
deposited on said first surface, and a second release coating (c ) deposited on said 
second surface. 

For claim 4, Thum as modified by Gehret (emphasis on Thum) further discloses 
said thin flexible member comprises a paper member. 

For claim 5, Thum as modified by Gehret discloses most of the claimed invention 
except for indicating that the thin flexible member comprises a plastic member. 
However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to select such a material, since it has been held to be within the 
general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability 
for the intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. 

For claim 6, Thum as modified by Gehret (emphasis on Gehret) discloses most 
of the claimed invention except for indicating that the silicone is a fluorosilicone. 
However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to select such a material, since it has been held to be within the 
general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability 
for the intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. 

For claim 7, Thum as modified by Gehret (emphasis on Thum) further discloses 
said first substrate and said second substrate each comprise a generally rectangular 
manner having a first and second relatively layer edge and a first and a second 
relatively shorter edge. 
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For claim 13, Thum as modified by Gehret (emphasis on Thum) further 
discloses said first and said second substrates each further comprise: an area adjacent 
said first relatively longer edge; an area adjacent said second relatively longer edge; an 
area adjacent said first relatively shorter edge; an area adjacent said second relatively 
shorter edge with said areas adjacent said relatively longer and said relatively shorter 
edges free of said adhesive layers. 

For claim 15, Thum as modified by Gehret (emphasis on Thum) further 
discloses said release member is generally coextensive with said first substrate and 
said second substrate, and wherein said release member facilitates peeling said first 
and said second substrates apart. 

6. Claims 8, 1 1, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Thum (US 486,138) in view of Gehret (US 5,572,825), and further in 
view of Silvey (US 3,025,630). 

For claim 8, Thum as modified by Gehret, as described above, discloses most 
of the claimed invention except for indicating that the first substrate and the second 
substrate further comprise a plurality of score lines. 

Silvey teach a similar assembly as that of Thum as modified by Gehret in which 
Silvey's assembly includes the teaching of using score lines so that the assembly can 
be folded to a desirable shape and/or size. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the 
assembly of Thum as modified by Gehret so as to include the use of score lines, in a 
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similar manner as taught in Silvey, in order to allow the assembly to be folded to a 
desirable shape and/or size. 

For claim 1 1 , Thum as modified by Gehret, as described above, discloses most 
of the claimed invention except for indicating that the first relatively shorter edge 
comprises a tab portion having tapered outer edges. 

Silvey teach a similar assembly as that of Thum as modified by Gehret in which 
Silvey's assembly includes the teaching of indicating that the first relatively shorter edge 
comprises a tab portion (60). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have modified the assembly of Thum as 
modified by Gehret so as to include the use of tab portion thereon, in a similar manner 
as taught in Silvey, in order to realize the benefits thereof. Furthermore, with regarding 
to the tab portion having tapered outer edges. It is noted that it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
modified the tab portion of Thum as modified by Gehret and further modified by Silvey in 
whatever form or shape was desired or expedient, wherein applicant did not provide a 
reason or a stated problem is solved by having the specific shape as claimed versus the 
shape taught by the prior art. Note that a change in form or shape is generally 
recognized as being well known within the level to one of ordinary skill in the art 
depending on one's intended use. 

For claim 12, Thum as modified by Gehret, as described above, discloses most 
of the claimed invention except for indicating a slot formed in the area adjacent to the 
relatively shorter edge. 
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Silvey teach a similar assembly as that of Thum as modified by Gehret in which 
Silvey's assembly includes a slot (50,52) formed in the area adjacent to the relatively 
shorter edge. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified the assembly of Thum as modified by Gehret 
so as to include the use of slots therein, in a similar manner as taught in Silvey, in order 
to realize the benefits thereof. 

7. Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Thum (US 486,138) in view of Gehret (US 5,572,825), and further in view of 
Palmeri (US 4,385,465). 

Thum as modified by Gehret lacks the first substrate and the second substrate 
are made of cardboard and/or paper board. 

Palmeri teaches a similar assembly as that of Thum as modified by Gehret in 
which Palmer's assembly includes the substrate made out of cardboard and/or paper 
board. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the assembly of Thum as modified by Gehret so 
as to include the substrate made out of cardboard and/or paper board, in a similar 
manner as taught in Palmeri, since it is cheaper to use cardboard and/or paper board. 

8. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Thum 
(US 486,138) in view of Gehret (US 5,572,825), and further in view of Weil (US 
2,328,590). 
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Thum as modified by Gehret lacks the first surface and the second surface are 
provided with indicia. 

Weil teaches a similar assembly as that of Thum as modified by Gehret in 
which Weil's assembly includes the surfaces are provided with indicia (see Figure 1). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have modified the assembly of Thum as modified by Gehret so as to include an 
indicia on the surfaces of the assembly, in a similar manner as taught in Weil, since to 
do so would provide some sort of labeling and/or advertising for the assembly. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 6/1 3/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -1 5 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

1 1 . Regarding Applicant's argument with respect to claim 5 (plastic flexible member), 
it is noted that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to select such a material, since it has been held to be within the 
general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability 
for the intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. Furthermore, applicant did 
not provide a reason or a stated problem is solved by having the specific material as 
claimed versus the material as taught by the prior art. Note that a change in material is 
generally recognized as being well known within the level to one of ordinary skill in the 
art depending on one's intended use. 
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12. Regarding Applicant's argument with respect to claim 1 1 , Applicant is referred to 
paragraph # 6 for further explanation. 

1 3. Regarding Applicant's argument with respect claim 1 4, it is noted that it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention to apply 
indicia to any surfaces where it is needed, since it has been held that mere duplication 
of the essential working parts involves only routine skill in the art. Furthermore, it is 
noted that in Figure 1, Weil's indicia is on a first surface (14) and a second surface (11). 

Conclusion 

14. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Trinh T. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6906. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (9:30 A.M to 6:00 P.M). 

The examiner's supervisor, Teri Luu can be reached on (571) 272-7045. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Trinh T Nguyen 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3644 
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